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CALIFORNIA STATE PARK and RECREATION COMMISSION

Forest Conference Center, Hilton Santa Cruz/Scotts Valley
6001 La Madrona Drive
Scotts Valley, California

Minutes of the Meeting - Friday, May 17, 2013

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT

Ernest Chung

Caryl Hart, cHAIR
Maurice Johannessen
Tommy Randle
Myrian SolisCorond
Paul Junger Witt
ElvaYanez

COMMISSION EX OFFICIO LEGISLATIVE MEMBERS

Diane Colborn, RePresenTING Assemblymember Anthony Rendon
William Craven, REPRESENTING Senator Fran Pavley

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT
None

CALIFORNIA STATE PARKS STAFF

Chet Bardo, SUPERINTENDENT, SANTA CRUZ DISTRICT

Jess Cooper, SUPERINTENDENT, CENTRAL VALLEY DISTRICT

Mat Fuzie, DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR PARK OPERATIONS

Major General Anthony Jackson, USMC (Ret.), bIRECTOR

Dave Keck, PROJECT MANAGER, BIG BASIN REDWOODS STATE PARK GENERAL PLAN
Karl Knapp, CHIEF, FACILITIES MANAGEMENT DIVISION

Sedrick Mitchell, bEPUTY DIRECTOR, EXTERNAL AFFAIRS

TeresaMontijo, ACTING CHIEF, CONCESSIONS, RESERVATIONS, AND FEES DIVISION
Steve Musillami, cHIEF, PLANNING DIVISION

Louis Nastro, ASSISTANT TO THE STATE PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION
Aaron Robertson, cHIEF DEPUTY DIRECTOR

Victor Roth, DISTRICT SERVICES MANAGER, SANTA CRUZ DISTRICT

Kathryn Tobias, SENIOR STAFF COUNSEL

GUEST PRESENTERS

Stuart Drown, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, LITTLE HOOVER COMMISSION
Jack Harrison, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, CALIFORNIA PARKS HOSPITALITY ASSOCIATION (CPHA)

SPEAKERS REGISTERED/REPRESENTING

Allen Baylig/Naturist Action Committee and Friends of San Onofre State Beach
LilaBringhurst/Sdlf

Alan Carlton/SierraClub

Lillian Carswell/U.S. Fishand Wildlife Service
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KevinCollingSdf

Carrie Cox/Sdlf (submitted documents but did not spesk)
Lyndall Erb/Bay AreaBarnsand Trails

Drew Fenton/Self

LedieHint/SequoiaAudubon Society

Mary Friis-Hansen/Self

Elizabeth Goldstein/CaliforniaState Parks Foundation
CharlesHarris/Naturist Action Committee and Naturist Education Foundation
Bonny Hawley/Friends of Santa Cruz State Parks

Shani Kleinhaus/Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society
David Kossack/San Andreas Land Conservancy (submitted awritten statement but did not speak)
Robert Mallory/Sdlf

GeorginaM onahan/Self (registered but did not speak)
Robin Musitdli/Santa Cruz Supervisor Bruce M cPherson
Laurel Ned/Self

Bruce Oneto/Self

LeeOtter/CaliforniaCoastal Commission

Lynne Paul son/Washoe M eadows Community

Brittany Schulter/Self

Steven Singer/Sdlf

AnnaWeinstein/Audubon California

Tracey Weiss/Exploring New Horizons Outdoor Schools
Grant Weseman/Lighthouse Field Beach Rescue

Teri Ellen Westra/Self

ShayeWolf/Center for Biological Diversity

CALL TO ORDER

Legal notice having been given, Commission Chair Caryl Hart called thismeeting of the CaliforniaState
Park and Recreation Commission to order at 9:04 am. Chair Hart introduced the commissionersaswell
asDiane Colborn and William Craven, respectively representing Commission ex officiolegidativemem-
bersAssemblymember Anthony Rendon, and Senator Fran Pavley. The Chair also introduced the Califor-
nia State Parks staff who were present. Chair Hart announced that the closed session the Commission
would be conducting with legal counsel would be moved to the end of the day’sagenda.

AGENDA ITEMAL:
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 18, 2013 MEETING IN BRISBANE

There being no changes or correctionsto the draft minutes of the January 18, 2013 meeting in Brisbane,
the Chair noted that reading of the minuteswould be waived and the minutes of thismeeting hereby ap-
proved by the Commission.

AGENDA ITEM 1.
CHAIR’'S REPORT, COMMISSIONER REPORTS/COMMENTS, RECOGNITIONS

Chair Hart welcomed new Commissioners Ernest Chung and Myrian Solis Coronel, and congratul ated
Commissioner Tommy Randle on hisreappoi ntment to the Commission. The Chair also extended awel-
cometo the Commission’snew legidative ex officio members, represented at thismeeting by William
Craven and Diane Colborn. The new appointmentsdid not wish to addressthe Commission at thistime.

The Chair then explained that the Commi ssion traditionally honorsthosewho recently retired from state
service by reading their names at the meeting. Chair Hart introduced Commissioner Paul Junger Witt to
read thelist of recently retired employees.
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Commissioner Witt read thefollowing list of recently retired employees.

Deborah Adams, Accounting Services Section.............cee..... 18years, 9 months
AnneAdrian, State Capitol & Governor'sMansion ............... 5years, 1 month
CharlesAlbert, PerriSSECtor ..........coceeveeecieeviieeiie e 37years, 1 month
WilliamAlfano, SantaCruz Mountains Sector ....................... 6 years, 8 months
Donald Amos, Northern Service Center ..........cooceeceeieneniene. 26 years, 9 months
Mary Brown, Accounting Services Section ...........cccceveeeenne. 26 years, 5 months
Patrick Caldwell, San Diego North Sector ............cccceeveeennee. 12 years, 5 months
James Danaher, Silverado Sector .........ccccceeeveeeiieeccieesieenee 28years, 4 months
Margaret Foxworthy, San Mateo Coast Sector ..................... 12 years, 4 months
DebraGillespie, Archeology, History and Museums. .............. 23years, 1 month
TheresaGonsolis, Sacramento History & Railroad Sector ..... 26 years, 6 months
Lon Graham, Orange Coast North Sector ...........ccccceevennene. 28 years, 9 months
Gay Harvey-K aestner, Personnel Services Section............... 23years, 11 months
PhillipHill, Oceano DUNESDISINICE ........cceevveeieeciee e 25years, 7 months
William Hopping, MUSBUM SECLOX .........ccceeeiveevieecieeciee e 20years, 6 months
Heidi Horvitz, Cascade SECtor .........cccccvveeveeecieecieecee e 21 years, 9 months
PatriciaK eating, Grantsand Local Services .........cccoeveeveenenne 39years, 1 month
Bridget Madruga, Carnegie SECtOr .........ccccveeeveereesieeiiennnns 7 years, 6 months
WilliamMennell, San Diego Coast Digtrict.........cccvevvveveneee. 31years, 1 month
Javier Moraes, Redwood Coast SECLor .........ccccvvevveeiieeennen. 22 years, 7 months
Margaret Morford-Hill, Museum Sector ............cccceevveenennee. 10years, 7 months
Donad Nedly, Information Technology ...........ccccccvvevieennenne 17 years, 9 months
Helen Marie Nelson, Office of Historic Preservation............ 12 years, 5months
Jeffry Payne, MUSEBUM SECLON ........cccoevveeeieeievieseesie e 39years, 4 months
DenisPoole, Four RiVErS SECtOr .........vccveecieeeeseeseesie e 8years, 1 month
JanaSealy, MUSEUM SECLON ..........ocvveeeieevie e 20years, 9 months
G JensShelby, Mendocino DIStriCt.........ccccvvevieecieeciee e 23 years8 months
Rodolfo Silvas, Museum Sector ..........ccccveeveecceevie e 6 years, 5months
Susan Spanger-Ahrendt, Personnel ServicesSection ............ 36 years, 8months
Craig Swolgaard, Natural ResourcesDivision............c.cc...... 12 years, 2 months
Diane Thompson, Officeof Historic Preservation.................. 18 years, 9 months
O’ Shaey Williams, FOlSOm Sector .........ccccvvevveeiieccec e 32 years, 3months

Commissioner Witt thanked theseretiring employeesfor their service.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart noted that these many long yearsof serviceillustrated the dedi cation and
passion of these valued members of the California State Parksfamily. Shereiterated her own and the
Commission’sgratitudeto theseretiring employeesfor their contribution toward making the California
State Park System thewonderful park systemitis.

AGENDA ITEM 2:
APPROVAL OF COMMEMORATIVE REDWOOD GROVES

Chair Hart asked Commissioner Maurice Johannessen to read the requeststo establish commemorative
redwood grovesin unitsof the State Park System. Commissioner Johannessen read thefollowing grove
requests:
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Commemorative grovesasrequested by Save the Redwoods L eague:

TheWilkeand L ukasko Family Grove
in Limekiln State Park
The Carl W. Wilke Trust, donor

TeresaKeller Tilden & Doug Tilden Family SeaView Grove
inJuliaPfeiffer Burns State Park
Doug Tilden, donor

Commemorative grovesasrequested by Sempervirens Fund:

Sarah Jane Fuller Memoria Grove
in Castle Rock State Park
Ted Fuller and Abigail T. Cooke, donors

These groverequestswere adopted by the Commission for establishment in the specified unitsof the
CdliforniaState Park System.

AGENDA ITEM3:
DIRECTOR’'S REPORT

Commission Chair Caryl Hart introduced M gjor General Anthony Jackson, USMC (Ret.), Director of
CaliforniaState Parks, to present his Director’s Report.

General Jackson noted that awritten report had been provided in advance to each of the commissioners
and that hewould not be reviewing that report. Hewent on to note that today’ s date marked the passing

of six months since hisswearing-in as Director of CaliforniaState Parks. The Genera explainedthat his
timeat State Parks had been wonderful and challenging. He added that he had thusfar visited 15 of the 23
State Park System districts, and had had an extraordinary experience meeting the peoplewho makethe
parksrun: Employees, volunteers, foundations, and associations. The General reminded everyonethat
Cadlifornia State Parks operate with the assistance of over 30 thousand individual volunteers, and he noted
that thistremendous contribution is sometimes overlooked. He described the 280-unit State Park System
asthe* eighth wonder of theworld,” adding that about the only natural feature that could not befoundin
the system wasthat of atropical rainforest.

The General noted that state parks had been under appreciated, even taken advantage of, for decades, in

that park usersand constituents assumed that these wonderswould always be properly funded and man-

aged. He explained that theissues of thelast year, namely that of underreported funds, resultedinasilver
lining: State Parks' management and the people who use parkswere now more conscious of their opera-

tions, and new policiesand procedureswould ensurethat such asituation would never occur again.

Genera Jackson explained that hisresponsibilitiesas Director included rebuilding trust in park users,
partners, employees, thelegidature, and al those who appreciate California State Parks. He stated that he
had recently signed matching fund agreementsto contribute $3.5 million toward the operation of 31 park
unitsas permitted by Assembly Bill 1478 of last September, adding that $6 million wasstill availablefor use
inmatching fund agreements. The General explained that thisfunding wasrepresented approximately half
of the$20.5 million that had been inaccurately reported, and that the balance of approximately $10 million
had a ready been allocated to sewage, water treatment, and other essential projectsin State Park System
units. Hefurther explained that the remaining amount of approximately $5.5 million paid for theinvestiga:
tionsthat had been conducted into the matter.

The General described how California State Parks currently possessed no business or marketing division,
and that with itsestimated $9.5 billion contribution to California’ seconomy it was essentia that marketing
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and revenue generation be given top priority. He added that another high priority wasrebuilding thetrust of
park usersand bringing underserved, particularly youthful populationsto parksto ensurethefuture of the
system. General Jackson expressed histhanksto CaliforniaState Parks' many willing partners, including
the Commission, the California State Parks Foundation, the state’s Natural ResourcesAgency, and the
legidature. The General stated that he waslooking forward to the years ahead.

ParksForward Initiative—General Jackson introduced Sedrick Mitchell, CaliforniaState Parks' Deputy
Director for External Affairs, to provide an introduction to the Parks Forward Initiative for the commis-
sioners. Mr. Mitchell described how the state’sNatural Resources Agency, the Resources L egacy Fund,
and Cdifornia State Parks—motivated by Assembly Bill 1589 of September 2012 —had jointly developed
the concept for anindependent advisory body to be known asthe Parks Forward Commission. He noted
that the solutions of the past, including those employed to keep park unitsfrom thethreat of closure during
thelast two years, werenot long-term, sustainable solutions. Mr. Mitchell explained that the Parks For-
ward Commission would be comprised of nine-to-twelve memberswith awidevariety of professional,
parks, and resource-rel ated experience. Mr. Mitchell explained that Parks Forward, with support from
private sector, philanthropic, and public contributions, woul d be gathering dataand soliciting testimony from
the public and stakehol dersto devel op animplementabl e report that would guide California State Parksfor
the next 100 years. He added that while detail s of Parks Forward structure and membership would be
announced over the next several weeks, it had been established that with the facilitation of membersof the
State Park and Recreation Commission, Parks Forward would conduct anumber of workshopsto both
engagethe public and foster discussion regarding new waysto collaborate and partner for the benefit of
all. He noted that as many as 15 meetingswould take place over the next 18 months. Mr. Mitchell ex-
plained that it was anticipated that Parks Forward would present afinal report including recommendations
inthefall of 2014. Mr. Mitchell then addressed questionsfrom the commissioners.

Commissioner ElvaYanez asked about therole of ResourcesLegacy Fund. Mr. Mitchell explained that
private donors had already contributed several million dollarsto the Parks Forward I nitiative and that these
fundswould be administered by Natural ResourcesAgency Secretary John Laird and the Resources
Legacy Fund. Mr. Mitchell a soreiterated that Parks Forward was independent of CaliforniaState Parks
and General Jackson, to ensurethat they could provide an accurate and impartial evaluation of the State
Park System. Commissioner Yanez al so asked about staffing for Parks Forward. Mr. Mitchell replied that
Parks Forward had itsown, independent staff of three, but that State Parks staff and consultants could be
employed to provide assitional support asneeded.

Commissioner Ernest Chung stated that he wished to applaud State Parksfor moving forward quickly in
establishing the Parks Forward I nitiative. Commissioner Chung asked for clarification regarding the meet-
ingsthat would be conducted related to Parks Forward. Mr. Mitchell explained that 15 public meetings
would be conducted with the participation of the State Park and Recreation Commission, and that it was
anticipated that an additional six-to-eight meetingswould be conducted by the Parks Forward Commission.
He added that additional meetingswould also be arranged as necessary, and that theintention wasto

provide venues by which any voiceswho wished to speak could be heard.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart asked if therewere any other questionsfrom commissioners. There being
no further comments, the Chair explained agai n that the agendized cl osed session would be conducted
later inthe meeting, and that she had further restructured the agendato allow for presentersthat had
commitmentsthat afternoon to speak earlier inthe mesting.

AGENDA ITEM 6 (Taken out of sequence - Moved ahead of item 5):

PUBLIC HEARING

Chair Hart opened the public hearing portion of the agendaat 9:42 a.m. She explained the process by
which membersof the public could addressthe Commission on agendaitemsand moved directly tothe
first public hearingitem.
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AGENDA ITEM6A:
Presentation, discussion, and possible action related to the Little Hoover Commission
report, Beyond Crisis: Recapturing Excellence in California’s State Park System

The Chair introduced Stuart Drown, Executive Director of the Little Hoover Commission.

Mr. Drown thanked those who had hel ped contributeto the Little Hoover Commission’sreport, including
State Park and Recreation Commission Chair Caryl Hart, statelegidatorsand their staff, Elizabeth Gold-
stein of the California State Parks Foundation, and State Parks Director General Anthony Jackson. Mr.
Drown briefly described the structure and function of the Little Hoover Commission, emphasizing that its
primary roleisto provide recommendationsfor improving government organization and efficiency. He
stated that the Commission’sclientsarethe statel egidl ature and the governor, and that the Little Hoover
Commission choosesits own topicsonwhichto report.

Mr. Drown explained that the recommendations of Little Hoover Commission reportsare meant to stimu-
late discussion, and that thisisdonewith the understanding that the recommendations may takeyearsto
implement. He highlighted two aspectsof thereport: That it had been devel oped in responseto the threat
of park closuresand State Parks' closurelist, prior to the discovery of unreported funds, and the transpar-
ency and accountability of such alist wascritical, and the Little Hoover Commission’sconclusion that the
publicinteractsto agreater extent with California State Parksthan they do with any other state agency
with the exception of the Department of Motor Vehicles, making the operation of State Parkscritical to
the health of the state. Mr. Drown al so acknowledged the progressthat had been madein thelast year;
the new leadership at California State Parks and the transformative actions— like the Parks Forward
Initiative—that very sort of action the Little Hoover Commission had hoped would take place.

Mr. Drown also stated that a significant conclusion and recommendation of the report wasthe acknow!-
edgment that state parks are apublic good that deservestaxpayer support; astable foundation of genera
fund or other taxpayer-supported revenue. He added that thisrecommendation was made with the under-
standing that State Parkswould al so need to generate their own revenue, and the Little Hoover Commis-
sion recommended that thelegid ature and the governor’s office provide the tool sto accomplish this.

Another major recommendation of the report called for an assessment of each of the 280 units of the
State Park System. Asan assessment of sorts had already been conducted to develop thelist of 70 parks
dated for closure, the Little Hoover Commission believed the balance of park units should be evaluated for
their statewide significance. Each park should belooked at for itsvalue asaunit of the State Park System,
and given consideration that it may be more appropriately operated asalocal (city or county) park.

Mr. Drown concluded by adding that the Little Hoover Commission report had not recommended that the
State Park System be kept from expanding, and that it recognized currently that there were resources
outside of the State Park System that deserved protection. However, thereport did recommend that Cali-
fornia State Parks be able to maintain the current State Park System. Mr. Drown noted that the Little
Hoover Commission report wasavailable on the I nternet at www.L HC.ca.gov/studies/215/report215.html.
Mr. Drown addressed questionsfrom the members of the State Park and Recreation Commission.

Commissioner Ernest Chung stated that he had been impressed with the Little Hoover Commission report.
Heasked Stuart Drownif he had identified other rolesfor the State Park and Recreation Commission. Mr.
Drown replied that the State Park and Recreation Commission could serve asthe public earsfor State
Parks, help devel op criteriafor eval uating the units of the State Park System, devel op performance met-
ricsfor the department, and report annually to the director on progressin attaining stated goals.

State Parks’ Director Anthony Jackson noted that he wel comed the Little Hoover Commission report and
had been pleased to find that it recognized many of the same areasfor improvement that he and his staff
had identified, the exception being that State Parks al so had been in need of leadership and astrategic
action plan. The General added that State Parks was alarge organization that would take timeto change,
but that it was especially valuableto hear these recommendations from sources outsi de the department.
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Stuart Drown stated that Little Hoover Commission reports often presented no surprisesfor thosewho
werethe subject of the reports. He added that such recognition served as an entreeto discussion.

Commissioner Maurice Johannessen noted that he had read the Little Hoover Commission report and
recognized that it wasvery much inlinewith theimprovementsal ready beingimplemented by Genera
Jackson. The Commissioner stated that hefound this support comforting.

Commissioner ElvaYanez asked about the specifics of sustainablefunding for State Parksand the chal -
lengesof local park operation. Mr. Drown replied that it wasapractice of the Little Hoover Commission
to not request funding, but rather to recommend the allocation of sufficient resources. He suggested that
some park units operated by others, like many state beaches, were very successful. He added that consor-
tiums could be created to operate parksin specific geographic areas, resulting in lower operating costs.
Mr. Drown also explained that the Little Hoover Commission had not recommended theraising of feesfor
park use, but rather that State Parks should ook at new, alternative means of generating revenue.

Commissioner Chung and Stuart Drown agreed that there were many new modelsto consider and that no
oneentitiy could provideall theanswers.

Commissioner Paul Junger Witt asked if the Little Hoover Commission had explored the authority and
capabilitiesof the State Park and Recreation Commission. Commissioner Witt noted that it had become
increasingly difficult to comprehend therole of the Commission. Stuart Drown replied that this subject had
been investigated and discussed. He added that with the recent | egidlative changesrel ated to the Commis-
sion, theLittle Hoover Commission preferred to observe the results of these changesrather than make
specific recommendationswith regard to the State Park and Recreation Commission. Mr. Drown reiterat-
ed that he believed the Park Commission could beinvolved with the assessment of State Park System
units, they could more actively engage the public, and conduct performancereviews. He a so recommend-
ed that the Commission could work with public policy graduate programsto produce research.

Therebeing no further commentsfrom commissioners, Chair Caryl Hart thanked Stuart Drown and pro-
ceeded to call six speakerswho made commentsrelated to Mr. Drown’s presentation on the Little Hoover
Commissionreport. The speakerswere called in the order in which they had registered to speak:

Lynne Paul son, representing the Washoe M eadows Community

Alan Carlton, representing the SierraClub

Grant Weseman, representing Lighthouse Field Beach Rescue

Elizabeth Goldstein, representing the California State Parks Foundation

Allen Baylis, representing the Naturist Action Committee and Friends of San Onofre State Beach
CharlesHarris, Naturist Action Committee and Naturist Education Foundation

Therebeing no other registered or unregistered speakers, Commission Chair Caryl Hart closed public

comment on thisitem and asked if there were any comments or responses from members of the Commis-
sion or Stuart Drown. There being none, the Chair called the next agendaitems:

ITEM6B:
Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to approve
the general plan and environmental impact report for Big Basin Redwoods State Park
AND

ITEM6C:

Consideration and possible action on the proposal for aboundary amendment to add 390
acres to the West Waddell Creek State Wilderness in Big Basin Redwoods State Park

Chair Hart explained that because of the close rel ationshi p between the two Big Basin Redwoods State
Park agendaitems, the Commission would hear acombined presentation on both itemsfrom staff. At the
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conclusion of the presentation, the commissionerswould hear public comment on both items, after which
the Chair would ask for separate motions and actions on each of thetwo items.

The Chair also noted that the commissioners had received and reviewed materia srel ated to these agenda
itemsprior to thismeeting, and that each of them had visited the park for a“ skylineto the sea’ briefing on
the previousday. Chair Hart explained that ashort overview of the proposalsrelated to Big Basin Red-
woods State Park would now be presented by Steve Musillami, Chief of State Parks' Planning Division.

Mr. Musillami began by thanking State Parks' Santa Cruz District Superintendent Chet Bardo and his staff
who had contributed both to the general plan and to the Commission’sbriefing inthe park. He a so thanked
State Parks' partners The Mountain Parks Foundation, the Waddell Creek A ssociation, and the Sempervi-
rens Fund.

Mr. Musillami next described what hereferred to asthe“ essence” of the Big Basin Redwoods State Park
genera plan. Hedirected the commissionersto theinformation they had received, specifically calling their
attention to the erratato the general plan which explained the changes made to the management and
conservation guidelinesrelated to the marbled murrel et, an endangered bird species. Mr. Musillami al'so
reminded the commissionersthat their informational packetsincluded astatement of overriding consider-
ationsand findingsin support of the statement of overriding considerations.

The presentati on continued with adescription of the history and unique nature of Big Basin Redwoods
State Park. Mr. Musillami explained some of the management challengesat thispark, with particular
emphasison balancing the park’s abundant natural resources, the cultural resources (some comprising a
CaliforniaHistoric Landmark, nominated for national landmark consideration) with recreational needsand
public access. He explained that the proposed general plan providesapurpose statement for the park, and
articulatesavision for the next 20 to 30 years, and he al so explained how such ageneral plan servesasa
management tool to set parameters under which more detailed management plansand resourcesinvento-
rieswould be conducted.

Mr. Musillami stated that thisproposed general plan had been devel oped as part of aregional planning
effort that included general plansfor nearby State Park System units Butano State Park, Afio Nuevo State
Park, and Castle Rock State Park.

Mr. Musillami noted that the general plan proposed no new devel opment within the Headquarters/old
growth redwoods area of the park, and he explained how several proposals of the plan were designed to
attract visitor usein other areas of the park, away from theimpacted Headquarters area. He added that a
futureroad and trails management plan, ascalled for in the proposed general plan, would further evaluate
use patternsand provide opportunitiesfor dispersing visitation morewidely throughout the park.

Hea so explained how the proposal to add 390 acresto the existing approximately 6,000 acres of the
park’sWest Waddell Creek State Wildernesswould serveto aid in the management of thisarea, aswhat
was currently an arbitrary boundary would be expanded to use the primitive roadsin the park to mark the
border of thewilderness.

Mr. Musillami a so explained someof CaliforniaState Parks' effortsto mitigateimpacts on the marbled
murrelet. He explained how studies had been and were being conducted by State Parks and others, and
how State Parks had worked with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on planning inthe park. Mr. Musilla
mi read excerptsfrom aFish and Wildlife Serviceletter of May 13, 2013 in which the Service commended
State Parksfor their effortsrel ated to the marbled murrel et and pledged to continue to work together to
conduct research and devel op management policiesfor the park. Mr. Musillami stated that the department
wasworking asdiligently as possibleto addressissuesrel ated to the marbled murrel et while managing Big
Basin Redwoods State Park to balance the overlapping issues of natural resources, cultural resources, and
public access and recreation.

Mr. Musillami then extended special thanksto Big Basin Redwoods State Park general plan project man-
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ager Dave K eck, who had been involved in the devel opment of the proposed general plan over the course
of many years. Mr. Musillami requested that the commi ssioners consider and approvethe draft resolutions
before them to adopt the general plan for Big Basin Redwoods State Park and to approve the boundary
amendment to add 390 acresto the park’s West Waddel| Creek State Wilderness.

State Parks Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias addressed the commissioners, further calling their atten-
tion to the documentation that had been provided with regard to the decisions beforethem today. Ms.
Tobias explained that the erratato the general plan documented changesto the some of the goalsand
guidelines of the plan, particularly asthey related to concernsexpressed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. Shedso pointed out that the finding for significant impacts document compiled informationthat is
otherwise distributed throughout the plan’sfina environmental impact report. Ms. Tobiasexplained that
copiesof these documentswere availableto the public at the meeting, and that shewould provide addition-
al information to the commissionerson request.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart thanked Miss Tobiasand opened public comment onthetwo Big Basin
Redwoods State Park agendaitemsat 10:54 am. The Chair proceeded to call 19 speakers on these agen-
daitemsintheorder they had registered:

Lillian Carswell, representing the U.S. Fishand Wildlife Service
L ee Otter, representing the CaliforniaCoastal Commission

After Mr. Otter’scomments Chair Caryl Hart asked Mr. Otter to explain whether or not acoastal permit
would berequired to perform work on the Highway 1 bridge. Mr. Otter replied that apermit may or may
not berequired, in that while Cal Transwas not exempt from the permit process, the agency utilized a
detailed and completelist of situations under which permitswere not required for what would be consid-
ered repair and maintenance work. Mr. Otter explained that such exemptionswere employed to ensure
that agencieswould be ableto work together to accomplish their respectivemissions.

Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias also addressed Mr. Otter. Ms. Tobias noted that Mr. Otter’scom-
mentsincluded arequest for changesto proposalsrelated to parking near the coast in Big Basin Red-
woods State Park. She pointed out that the parking changes Mr. Otter had requested had already been
incorporated into the general plan. Mr. Otter thanked State Parks’ staff for their responsesto Coastal
Commission concerns.

The Chair continued to call speakers:

Steven Singer

LilaBringhurst

Teri EllenWestra

Laurel Ned

Robert Mdlory

AnnaWeinstein, representing Audubon California

LedieHint, representing SequoiaAudubon Society

ShayeWolf, representing Center for Biologica Diversity

Tracey Weiss, representing Exploring New Horizons Outdoor Schools
Drew Fenton

Shani Kleinhaus, representing Santa ClaraValley Audubon Society
Brittany Schulter

Lyndall Erb, representing Bay AreaBarnsand Trails

Robin Musitelli, representing Santa Cruz County Supervisor Bruce McPherson
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KevinCallins
David Kossack, representing San Andreas Land Conservancy (submitted awritten statement)
Mary Friis-Hansen

Chair Hart asked if there were any additional registered or unregistered speakersfor the Big Basin agen-
daitems. There being none, the Chair closed public comment onthese agendaitemsat 11:51 am. Chair
Hart asked State Parks staff if they would liketo respond to any of the public commentson theseitems.

Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias addressed the Chair, requesting that the meeting be adjourned for a
short break so that staff could consider their responsesto the commentsreceived. Chair Hart adjourned
forabreak at 11:51 am.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart reconvened the meeting at 12:06 p.m. The Chair recognized Planning Divi-
sion Chief SteveMusillami to respond to the public comments on the Big Basin Redwoods agendaitems.

Mr. Musillami presented staff responsesto several of the public comments. Hedirected hisresponsesto
specific questionsor comments. Regarding changeson Little Basin Road, Mr. Musillami explained that the
genera planincluded what was known asaprogrammatic EIR, and that any changesto theroad, widen-
ing, adding gates, etcetera, would betoo detailed for inclusionin such ageneral plan. He explained that
development projects—for theroad or otherwise—would require that additional studies, inventories, and
analysisbe conducted. With regard to theMcCrary Ridgetrail being opened to bicycles, Mr. Musillami
explained that aseparate road and trails management plan would consider thisaswell asother alterna-
tives. Mr. Musillami al so clarified that the general plan proposed no new trailsor other development in
wildernessareas, and that any new trailswould be constructed outside of the park’s designated wilder-
ness. With regard to references made to a2003 general plan, Mr. Musillami explained that there had been
no prior genera plan for Big Basin Redwoods State Park, though studies had been conducted over a
period of many yearsin preparation for the general plan. He noted that statements or recommendations of
earlier studieswere not necessarily included in the general plan. Musillami noted that a speaker’srefer-
encetothe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service concern that there could be“take” of speciesat the park was
erroneousin that State Parks had received a second letter from the Service, dated May 14, 2013, that
clarified theagency’sposition that new activitiesor facilitiesin marbled murrel et habitat, especialy inold
growth forest, should be coordinated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serviceto ensurethat speciestake
would beavoided. Mr. Musillami asked State Parks Santa Cruz District Superintendent Chet Bardo to
respond to commentsrelated to park wastewater.

Superintendent Bardo explained that Big Basin Redwoods State Park did discharge treated wastewater
into Waddell Creek, and that thiswas accomplished legally and under license. The Superintendent added
that the wastewater treatment facility had been recently upgraded, and that it wasin full compliancewith
all requirements. He noted that the plant operators maintai ned acloserel ationship with the regional water
quality control board to ensurethat the system was operating properly and that it responded appropriately
to storm water events.

Planning Division Chief Steve Musillami continued. He stated again that the general plan proposed no new
facilitiesin the old growth redwood portions of the park, nor did the plan includetheremoval of any exist-
ing facilitiesthere. He explained that the general plan did propose enhancing camping and other visitor
opportunities outside of the old growth areas, and he further explained that the existing facilitiesin the
park’sHeadquarters areaconsisted of listed historic resourceswhich were protected by law, meaning that
thesefacilitieswould need to be maintained even if adecision was madeto removethem from use.

Therebeing no further commentsfrom staff, Chair Caryl Hart asked if the commissionerswished to make
amotion to adopt the general plan and EIR for Big Basin Redwoods State Park. A clarification was made
that the action before the Commission was adoption of adraft resolution approving the general plan and
EIR, with preferred alternative 2. A motion was made by Commissioner Maurice Johannessen, seconded
by Commissioner Paul Junger Witt. Chair Hart asked for discussion of themotion.
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Commissioner Maurice Johannessen stated that he continued to be concerned about accessibility in parks.
He noted that he would continue to champion therights of seniorsand other personswho werenot as
agileassome. The Commissioner asked if wheel chairswere considered to be mechanized equipment, like
abicycle. Steve Musillami replied that in accordance with state and federal law, wheelchair usersare
considered pedestrians, so that anywhere pedestriansare allowed wheel chairsare al so allowed. Commis-
sioner Johannessen went on to say that he believed the general plan was exceptionally well written, and
that on the matter of the marbled murreletshefound State Parksto have made aconsiderable effort to
accommodate the desires of those who sought to protect these birds.

Commissioner Tommy Randleasked if in researching locationsfor campgroundsall viable siteshad been
considered. Commissioner Randle noted that he was concerned that the desires and needs of local com-
munitieswere always given consideration. Steve Musillami replied that agreat deal of analysishad been
performed with regard to the potential for additional overnight accommodationsin the park. He added that
State Parks concluded that there were very few locationsthat would be appropriate for overnight accom-
modations, and hereiterated that the earlier proposal for overnight cabinsin the Sky Meadow areaof the
park had been removed from thegeneral plan. Mr. Musillami a so explained that publicinvolvement al-
ways served asakey component of general plan devel opment and that many public meetings had been
conducted in conjunction with the Big Basin general plan. He added that future management plans, such
asthosefor roadsand trails, would a so include an important public partici pation e ement.

Commissioner Ernest Chung noted that the erratato the general plan appeared to call for much more
stringent food and trash management in the park asthisrelated to the marbled murrelet. Senior Staff
Counsel Kathryn Tobiasreplied that these measures had been added to the plan in responseto concerns
addressed intheletter fromthe U.S. Fishand Wildlife Service. Sheindicated that such discussionsand
effortswould continue, and that they appeared to already have resulted in areduction in the number of
corvids(crowsand jays) which wereknown to prey onthe marbled murrelet.

Commissioner ElvaYanez asked if the approval of the general plan would preclude or otherwiseinterfere
with effortsto work with stakeholderson their concernsrelated to the marbled murrelet. Kathryn Tobias
replied that State Parks enjoyed acloseworking relationship with most of the stakeholder groupsand
would continueto foster those relationships. Ms. Tobias added that protection of the marbled murrel et was
avery high priority for California State Parks, and that she believed State Parks staff were as passionate
asany stakeholdersabout protecting the birds. Commissioner Yanez noted that tension alwaysexisted
between activerecreation and wildlife, and that she believed the general plan should moveforward.

Chair Caryl Hart asked if there were any other commentsfrom commissioners. There being none, Chair
Hart noted that she wished to commend State Parksand in particular Dave Keck for hiseffortsrelated to
the Big Basin genera plan. She added that since only what amounted to asmall remnant of old growth
redwood forest remained in California, it was no surprise that peoplewould want every opportunity to
experiencethese natural wonders. Chair Hart noted that the greatly diminished redwood habitat could only
result in struggleslikethat of the marbled murrelet, and she added that she believed California State Parks
wasdoing everything that it could to mitigate theseissues—and that adopting ageneral planwasanim-
portant step toward improving management of the park. The Chair a so noted that the educational efforts
related to the marbled murrelet would provideyet another val uablelearning opportunity for park visitors.

Chair Hart called for avote on the motion to approve the general plan and environmental impact report for
Big Basin Redwoods State Park with the preferred alterative 2. The commissionersvoted unanimously to
adopt the resol ution before them to approve the general plan and environmental impact report for Big
Basin Redwoods State Park.

Chair Hart then asked for amotion to approve the boundary amendment to add 390 acresto West Waddel |
Creek State Wilderness. A motion was made by Commissioner ElvaYanez, seconded by Commissioner
Tommy Randle. The commiss onersvoted unanimoudly to approve the resol ution beforethemto add 390
acresto West Waddell Creek State Wildernessin Big Basin Redwoods State Park.
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ITEM 6D:
District presentation on deferred maintenance, along with discussion
and possible action related to Public Resources Code Section 535.5 (a)

Chair Hart introduced State Parks Deputy Director for Park OperationsMat Fuzie, who provided abrief
introduction to theissue of deferred maintenance and the California State Park System. Deputy Director
Fuzieintroduced Karl Knapp, Chief of State Parks' Facility Management Division, and Jess Cooper,
Central Valley District Superintendent, to make a presentation on deferred maintenance. He added that
Mr. Knapp and Superintendent Cooper together possessed over 60 years of experience aspark profes-
sonds.

Karl Knapp provided an update on the processrel ated to deferred maintenance that had taken place since
the Commission’s January 2013 meeting in Brisbane. Mr. Knapp noted that in addition to theintroductory
briefing provided in January, staff had engaged members of the Commission to help establishrelative
prioritiesof projectsto be addressed. He explained that amultidisciplinary team had utilized these priorities
to establish which projectswoul d be undertaken with the $10 million allowcated by Assembly Bill 1478.

Mr. Knapp called thecommissioners’ attention to thewritten material sthat had been provided to them. He
explained that the project selection process utilized thefollowing criteria: Projectsthat were necessary to
correct code or regulation violations, projectsthat were* shovel-ready” (i.e., ready to undertake) in that
the deadline to encumber the $10 million was June 2014, projectsthat are mission-oriented and appropriate
for their respective park unit general plan or management plan, projectsthat would not increase operating
costs, projectsthat are mission-driven, that protect or preserve uniqueor significant natural or cultural
resources, projectsthat would alow fundsto beleveraged so that availablefundswould go further,
projectsinvolving stormwater or wastewater compliance, and, asdirected by State Parks' management,
the reopening of Providence M ountai ns State Recreation Areato the public. Mr. Knapp explained that the
criteriaprovided by the State Park and Recreation Commission wasentirely consistent with thecriteria
developed by staff. The Commission prioritieswere keeping parks open, avoiding therisk of finesor
sanctions, water quality or sewage non-compliance, projectsin parkswherevisitation washigh regardless
of therevenue generated, projectsthat protected unique cultural or natural resources, and projectsthat
werecritical to public safety.

It was explained that atotal of 31 projectshad been selected for their compliance with these criteria. Karl
Knapp noted that $2.9 million had been directed toward storm water compliance projectsin 24 parks, $4.6
millionfor facility infrastructure projects, and $1.28 million for natural and cultural resource projects. He
explained that these projectswerein the process of being implemented, adding that the nature of cyclic
mai ntenance and deferred maintenance required that planning would continueto be evaluated every six,
12, and eighteen months.

Mr. Knapp also provided information on theinadeguacy of the budget for maintenance throughout the
State Park System, explaining that thiswasthe cause of the deferred maintenance backl og. He pointed
out that thefacilities mai ntenance program had identified amai ntenance need of approximately $100
million each year, athough inthe most recent fiscal year the actual budgeted amount had been $8.1 million
for facilitiesand $3.2 million for roads, for atotal of just 11% of the estimated need. He added that during
the previousfiscal year the actua budgeted amount met only 5% of the need, though asin any asset
management program needs changed from year to year. Mr. Knapp stated that in general State Parks

mai ntenance received only about 10% of the funding required to address yearly mai ntenance needs.

Mr. Knapp then explained that in CaliforniaState Parks' Central Valley District the maintenance needsfor
the previousfiscal year amounted to $5.4 million but the budgeted amount received was $607,000.00—
approximately 11% of therequired funding. Mr. Knapp then introduced Central Valley District Superinten-
dent Jess Cooper to provide specifics of the deferred maintenance situation and needsin hisdistrict.

Superintendent Cooper referenced his26-year career with California State Parks. He described State
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Parks Central Valey Didtrict: 16 park unitsand sub-unitsin 11 Californiacounties, fivereservoirs, four
major rivers, three historic parks, two museums, six recregtion areas, four units classified as state parks,
and 86 separate resource management units. He also provided an introduction to the Park Infrastructure
Database, knownas*PID,” amanagement tool that California State Parks employed. Superintendent
Cooper provided details of the deferred maintenance situationin hisdistrict: A $5 million backlog of cultural
resources projects, $166 millionin facilitiesbacklog, $3.8 millionininterpretation, $5.3 millionin natura
resources, and $3.1 millionin planning for atotal of $184 million in backlogged maintenance projects. The
Superintendent provided specific examples of deferred maintenance projectsin the areasof natural and
cultural resources, and facilities. He a so provided exampl es of maintenance success storiesthat hel ped to
preserve resourcesand provideimproved access and educational opportunitiesfor park visitors. Superin-
tendent Cooper then addressed questionsfrom the commissioners.

Commissioner Myrian Solis Coronel asked if the projects costs provided included labor costs. Superinten-
dent Cooper replied that the answer depended on the project; in some cases contractsfor work included
labor, whilefor othersit was possibleto uselocal labor or State Parks staff.

Diane Colborn noted that Superintendent Cooper had stated that he utilized a* highest estimate” cal cul ator
when putting together projectsand she asked if thismeant that the cost of the overal list of deferred

mai ntenance projectsrepresented a high estimate. Superintendent Cooper replied that inthe example
referenced —arestroom project at Caswell Memorial State Park —the requirements had been quite spe-
cificand for thisreason the estimated costs of this project werevery accurate. The Superintendent ex-
plained that each project was different, and that thingslike construction costs, and even the cost of crude
oil, could have asignificant impact on the overall cost of aproject. Ms. Colborn a so asked if the Park
Infrastructure Database was available to the public. Karl Knapp replied that at thistimethe database was
available only to the staff who worked with thisdata.

Central Valley District Superintendent Jess Cooper stated that the last thing he wished to say was*® Thank
youfor letting uswork inthesewonderful parks.” Commission Chair Caryl Hart thanked Superintendent
Cooper for hispresentation.

Chair Hart then asked if there were any speakersfor thisagendaitem. There being none, the Chair closed
public comment on thisagendaitemat 1:01 p.m.

ITEM6D:
Presentations, discussion, and possible action
related to other duties of the Commission as described in AB1478

Chair Hart explained that she had added thisitem to the agendaof the meeting because she thought it
would be hel pful to the commissionersto review the changesto Commission dutiesand responsibilitiesas
added in Public Resources Code Section 535.5 by Assembly Bill (AB) 1478. The Chair read fromthe
statute, which stated that after a presentation on deferred maintenance, such asthe onethey had just
heard from Superintendent Jess Cooper, the Commissionisto consider the nature and extent and establish
therelative priority of prospective deferred maintenance projects. The Chair stated that shefound it diffi-
cult to understand how the Commission was meant to assist in prioritizing deferred maintenance projects.

State Parks' Chief Deputy Director Aaron Robertson replied. Hereviewed the deferred maintenance
process as executed thusfar, noting that a Commission committee had provided the commissioner’srela
tiveprioritiesasreviewed earlier by Karl Knapp. Heal so explained that there had been animmediate
need to identify projectsthat would utilize the $10 million for deferred maintenanceidentified inAB1478.
Chief Deputy Director Robertson described the value of thisprocess and explained how the Commission’s
contribution served to validate the criteriadevel oped by the staff working group. He noted that such con-
tributionswould continueto add vaueinthefuture, and he briefly explained how apresentation by a
superintendent outside of thelocal district (Jess Cooper from Central Valley Didtrict at the Santa Cruz
District meeting) served to relieve some of theworkload on thelocal superintendent who wasengagedin
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preparationsrel ated to the actual Commission meeting.

A discussiontook placeinwhich Chair Caryl Hart, Commissioner Ernest Chung, Commissioner Tommy
Randle, General Jackson, and Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias discussed the Commission’s Deferred
Maintenance Committee. It was decided that thiscommittee would continue as atwo-member, ad hoc
committee, with members Tommy Randle and Ernest Chung. It was a so confirmed that commissioners
questionsrelated to deferred maintenance should be directed to Karl Knapp or the Commission assistant.

ITEM 6F:
California Parks Hospitality Association presentation on their organization’s
background and relationship to the California State Parks concessions program

Chair Hart introduced Jack Harrison, Executive Director of the CaliforniaParks Hospitality Association
(CPHA), to present thisagendaitem. Mr. Harrison noted that it had been quite sometime since hisorgani-
zation had addressed the State Park and Recreation Commission. He explained that CPHA was an organi-
zation of contract service providers, also known as concessionaires, that provided servicesin parks. Mr.
Harrison pointed out that concess onaires have direct contact with park visitorsevery day, making theman
essential part of the State Parksfamily, right along with employeesand volunteers. He al so explained that
thefirst state park concession was at nearby Big Basin Redwoods State Park in the early part of the 20th
Century, and he noted that almost 200 contractsfor serviceswerein use at California State Parks. Mr.
Harrison a so described other contributionsthat California Parks Hospital ity Association membersmadeto
parks, including working with cooperating associations, foundations, volunteer groups, working with the
legidature, and through the organization’s Public Lands Symposium at Asilomar. In closing, Mr. Harrison
reminded the Commission and CdiforniaState Parks of hisorganization’sextensive businessexpertise,
and he suggested they call on the organization at any timefor assistance.

Commissioner ElvaYanez suggested that greater accessibility to park back country areas could be provid-
ed by equestrian concessions. Sheasked if there were any obstaclesto expanding equestrian operationsin
state parks. Jack Harrison replied that California State Parkswas responsiblefor determining the types of
concessionsoffered in State Park System units. He suggested that the department must eval uate new
concess ons opportunitiesand then request assi stance with any such proposals.

Commissioner Ernest Chung asked if the gross revenue of the approximately 200 concessions contracts
could be provided. Chair Hart called on TeresaMontijo, Acting Chief of the Concessions, Reservations,
and FeesDivisiontorespond. Ms. Montijo and Chief Deputy Director Aaron Robertson explained that in
the previousfiscal year the gross revenue generated by concessionsamounted to approximately $106
million, of which approximately $10 million waspaid to Caifornia State Parksasrent, with an additiona
$1.7 million provided to State Parks asimprovementsto facilities. It was a so noted that approximately 10
equestrian concessions currently operated in State Park System units.

AGENDA ITEM 4 (Taken out of sequence).

Closed Session to discuss pending and/or potential litigation as permitted by
Government Code section 11126, subdivisions (e)(2)(A) and (e)(2)(B)(i). People of the
State of California, ex rel. Attorney General Bill Lockyer and State Park and Recreation
Commission v. Foothill/Eastern Transportation Corridor Agency, ajoint powers authority;
Board of Directors of the Foothill/Eastern Transportation Corridor Agency (San Diego
Superior Court Case No. GIN 051371)

Chair Caryl Hart explained that the Commission would now adjourn to aclosed session as permitted by
law. The Chair apologized for thisinterruption to the meeting and noted that the commissionerswould
return in open session as soon as possible. The Commission adjourned to closed session at 1:26 p.m.

The Chair reconvened the public meeting at 2:13 p.m. Chair Hart noted that there were no publicly-report-
ableitemsfrom the closed session.
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AGENDA ITEM 5 (Taken out of sequence):
Public Comment

Chair Caryl Hart apologized again for delay caused by the closed session and explained that the Commis-
sionwould now hear public comment on other than the agendized items. The Chair called five speakersin
the order they had registered:

Bruce Oneto, regarding aproposal to provide free accessfor school children at Henry Cowell Redwoods
State Park.

CharlesHarris, representing the Naturist Action Committee and Naturist Education Foundation, regarding
naturistsand clothing optional usein State Park System units.

AllenBaylis, representing the Naturist Action Committee and Friends of San Onofre State Beach, regard-
ing clothing optional usein State Park System unitsand the Commission’srolein establishing policy.

Grant Weseman, representing Lighthouse Field Beach Rescue, regarding enforcement of off-leash dog
policiesat state beaches.

Bonny Hawley, representing Friends of Santa Cruz State Parks, regarding her organization’sactivitiesand
successesrelated to their operation of Santa Cruz Mission State Historic Park.

Therebeing no further registered or unregistered speakers, Chair Hart closed public comment at 2:29 p.m.

AGENDA ITEM6G:
Report of the Nominating Committee and election of Commission officers

Chair Caryl Hart explained that Commissioner Paul Junger Witt chaired the Commission’sNominating
Committee, and that it was her understanding that the commissioners had each made their nominationsto
Commissioner Witt.

Commissioner Witt announced that the nomineesfor Chair and Vice Chair were, respectively, Commis-
sioner Ernest Chung and himself, Paul Junger Witt, who would serveasVice Chair until suchtimeas
another commissioner accepted therole. Commissioner M auri ce Johannessen made amotion to elect
these officers, themotion was seconded by Commissioner Tommy Randle. Chair Hart called for avote:
CommissionersHart, Johannessen, Randle, Solis Coronel, Witt, and Yanez confirmed their votesfor Ernest
Chung as Chair (Commissioner Chung abstai ned) and Commissioners Chung, Hart, Johannessen, Randle,
SolisCoronel, and Yanez confirmed their votesfor Paul Witt asVice Chair (Paul Witt abstained).

Outward-bound Chair Caryl Hart congratul ated Commissioners Chung and Witt, and suggested to new
Chair Ernest Chung that he should assumeresponsibility for the meeting.

Chair Ernest Chung thanked the commissionersfor their trust and confidence. He noted that asanew
commissioner and new chair helooked forward to receiving aconsiderable amount of assistancefrom his
fellow commissioners. Chair Chung also thanked Caryl Hart for her dedicated serviceaschair.

AGENDAITEM7:
ADJOURNMENT

Therebeing no further business newly elected Chair Ernest Chung adjourned the meeting at 2:32 p.m.

DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT = DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT



State of California - The Natural Resources Agency Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor

7 DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Major General Anthony L. Jackson, USMC (Ret), Director

Meeting of the
CALIFORNIA STATE PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION
Forest Conference Center, Hilton Santa Cruz/Scotts Valley 6001 La Madrona Dr., Santa Cruz
Friday, May 17, 2013 - 9:00 a.m.

Revised AGENDA of the MEETING

Al. Approval of minutes of the January 18, 2013 meeting in Brisbane.

1. Chair's Report, Commissioner reports/comments, Recognitions.
- Introduction and welcome of Ernest Chung, new appointment to the Commission.
- Congratulations to Commissioner Tommy Randle on reappointment to the Commission.

- Welcome to Commission ex-officio members Senator Fran Pavley and Assemblymember
Anthony Rendon.

2. Approval of Special Redwood Groves — as requested by Save the Redwoods League and
Sempervirens Fund.

3. Director’s Report.

A. Discussion of “Parks Forward” initiative, facilitated by Sedrick Mitchell, California State
Parks Deputy Director for External Affairs.

4. CLOSED SESSION* to discuss pending and/or potential litigation as permitted by Govern-
ment Code section 11126, subdivisions (e)(2)(A) and (e)(2)(B)(i). People of the State of Cali-
fornia, ex rel. Attorney General Bill Lockyer and State Park and Recreation Commission v.
Foothill/Eastern Transportation Corridor Agency, a joint powers authority; Board of Directors
of the Foothill/Eastern Transportation Corridor Agency (San Diego Superior Court Case No.
GIN 051371).

5. Public Comment (on subjects other than the listed agenda items).

6. Public Hearing:

A. Presentation, discussion, and possible action related to the Little Hoover Commission re-
port, Beyond Crisis: Recapturing Excellence in California’s State Park System.

B. Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to approve the
general plan and environmental impact report for Big Basin Redwoods State Park.

c. Consideration and possible action on the proposal for a boundary amendment to add 390
acres to the West Waddell Creek State Wilderness in Big Basin Redwoods State Park.

D. District presentation on deferred maintenance, along with discussion and possible action
related to Public Resources Code Section 535.5 (a).

E. Presentations, discussion, and possible action related to other duties of the Commission as
described in AB1478 (codified in PRC Sections 535.5 (b) through (e)).

F. California Parks Hospitality Association presentation on their organization’s background
and relationship to the California State Parks concessions program.

G. Report of the Executive (nominating) Committee and election of Commission officers.
7. Adjourn.
* Please note that the closed session will not be open to the public. The Commission will adjourn to an adjacent

room for the closed session. At the conclusion of the closed session the Commission will reconvene in open
session to provide an account of any reportable events as required.

Copies of this agenda and the public notice of the meeting are available on the Internet
at www.parks.ca.gov/default.asp?page_id=936



